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RESPONSE OJ GVNW, INC., ON BEBALF OF SEVERAL LEes,
TO AT&T CORP. PEnTlON ON RATE OJ'RETURN

LEe TARIPF rILlNGS

Pursuant to Section 1.773 ofthe Commission's Rules, C.F.R. § l.n3, and DA 97-

2351, OVNW, Inc., ("OVNW'') hereby submits this Raapoue to the .ATItT COtp. Petition OD

Rate-of-RetUm LEe TariffPUings1 on bebalfof the issuiD& carriers for OVNW

INC./Management TariffF.C.C. No.2 (Transmittal #147). listed in Appendix A, aDd

Hmisonville Telephone Company (Harrisonville Telephone CompIDY TariffF.C.C. No.2

Transmittal #16) and Union Telephone Company (Union Telephone Company Tarift'F.C.C.

No.2, Tran:smittal *65).

INTRODUCTION

In its PJ;titigp AT&T requcm the Commission to suspend the tmf& ofthose LEes,

including the GVNW Clients2
, that have failed to provide the supportina documentation

1 Peddaa. ofATA:T Corp., 011..ofRMum LSC wiffFilinp,"1euN Deoemhr23, 1997. ("A1"4I
Pe!jljppj.
2 GVNW m.....- _ m. T8rift'TI"''''n';.,ioaa for GVNW INCJM. ,em_ F.C.C. TlIriff'No.2 em beIWf
of 34 --. IL.ECs (GVNW.... Carricn). In 8ddiCion, GVNW pca1'aau IClI'ViGIla '-~
T.1epbou Compu)' aU UDiaa ToMpbooo Compmy rolalat to ...1Il' If lWKC -.I npd-*inl of..
respective Hmison\lil1e Te1ephoDe CcmpIDy TariffF.C.C. No.2 8&1 UDioD Teltpbou CompIDy TIrift"F.C.C.
No.2. The GVNW Iuuiaa Canicn.~vi1lcTeJcphonc COiIIf*l' ad UDicm ToJcphalllo CampIIIIy ..
herein aDd c:oUoctivoly rotbrrcd 10 as "QVNW ClieDta."
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required by the Commission.3 In its pettrigD, AT&T points out in aeneral tem1S that many

LECs failed to comply with the FCC's directive to provide sufficient information to support

results, including <a) a detailed description of study methods; (b) the 5OUl'CC3 ofdata; and, (c:)

detailed investment, capital and operating expense, overhead loadings and other costs used in

~ the eost-stuelies.-AT-AT- statecl taat}'ROR·LEGc hav&faileG te- cemply-with1hia-directive,

falling into one oftwo categories: (a) those who filed rates without any cost support

whatsoever (Appendix B) and those which filed m= cost support, albeit ipsuftieimrt

(Appendix c.)4" The GV'N'9I Clients are included in those companies named in Appendix C

of the AT&T Petition.

Punuant to the Commission's Uniyera.1 Sqyicc Orttcr' and Access Rc;fbrm Ordc;t',

GVNW INC.lMauaemem filed modifications to the followina interstate access tariffs on

December 17, 1997: GVNW INC./Manaac:mc:nt TariffF.C.C. No.2 ,Trausmittal No. 147;

Harrisonville Telephone Company TariffF.C.C. No.2. Transmittal #16; and Union

Telephone Company TariffF.C.C. No.2, Transmittal #65. 1'bc tariff transmittals included

description and justification but no additional analyses. However, parallel with the filings,

GVNW c:ooperated with ATitT by responding to ATitT's requests for supporting

documemalioD With respect to the December 17 tari1ftransmittals.

J AT&T PS'iMD • pap S.
4 n,w.,In"Mn pffwlm!-ftWs Joim Rgerd em UDjymaJ Smyic;" CC Docket No. 96-4, (rele&Md May I, 1997)
~lpbweetStryjcg~.

IJ, 1bc Metw pCAqm Qw:p Rcfgrm CC I>oc:br No. 96-262 (releued May 16, 1991) (".4"," Bofll7lJ
Ontp'?
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I. GVNW RESPONSES TO ATAT DATA BEQUESTS

In late November of 1997. AT&T contacted GVNW reprdi.n& its request for

supportiDa documentation related to the upcoming December 17. 1997 filing. Through

December 17, 1997, GVNW cooperated with AT&T by discussina OD several occasions aDd

OVNW Clients. GVNWs response included a special analysis of the revenue impact on

AT&T for each ofthe GVNW Clients' rata chana- perfonned specifically to meet AT&T's

data needs.

OVNW's considerable efforts did not conclude with overnight delivery to AT&T OD

December 17 ofa pacJc.aae ofsuppon malCrial consisteDt with OVNW's UDderstandina of

AT&T's request. OVNW followed up December 19 to ensure that the packale had anived

aDd met AT&T's expectations. On December 22, AT&T con11rmed tbat the pactaae bad

arrived and fulfilled their needs. AT&oT indicated their appreciation for the extra analygis 011

AT&T's revenue impact. GVNW was surprised aftertbis cooperative effort to be included in

AT&T Petition.

JL COMMISSION TARIn' SUPPORT REQUIREMENTS
UNDE1l47 C.F.R. § 61.39.

GVNW believes its response to ATAT's data requests up to aDd through tb::

owmight delivery ofdata on December 17. 1997 comply with the obligations imposed on the

OVNW Clients UDder 47 C.F.R. § 61.39. The GVNW IssuiDg Carriers, Hazrisonvillc

Telephone Company and Union Telephone Company are all rate-of-retum companies under

50,000 access lines subject to the optional supporting information requirements of47 C.FoR.
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§ 61.39. With respect to such aBC's, it is OVNW's undcrstaDdiDg that the CommiS$ion

declined "to require specific data, charts, and formats at this time other than those in the price

cap TRP described in Section n.'" GVNW believes the paraaraph cited. by AT&T, 1)13 of

the IRP Order , is ofan introductory natUre only and does not constitute an ordering clause.'

. -ConsisteDt"With 41-C:F:-R;§ -6i-;i91h);-6VNW-is prepared to -prompd.y'S\lbmit il&titicmal-data

upon reasonable request by AT&T or any other interested party.

m. PRICE COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY

As an additional comment in its petition, AT~TmendOMd tbat Price County

Telephone Company had not filed any revision to their rates.' OVNW DOtes that Price

County Telephone Company is one of the OVNW ImziDg Carriers and fUed new lUeS along

with all the other Issuing Carriers with Trausmittal No. 147. The data provided AT&T on

Deoember 17, 1991 included data for Price County TclcpboDc Company.

At least one inconsistency exists in AT&T's comments. While they cite Price County

Telephone Company as not filing any revision to their rates10
, they also cite them for

providing some, but Dot sufficient cost support! 1•

, Terj«Bayitw Plea DA 97-2345" 16 (rclc:ucd :November 6, 1997) (""11I.P Order"")
• AT&T,. S D. NO 5.
• ATAI tI! II § 1, PIp 4.
10 4,..T p.ejr;"" .. S J, hie ...
II AT&T pPtitjm • § J, Paac S.
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CONCLUSION

The ftliDgs made on bebalfthe OVNW Clicm.s fully complied with the Commfuion's

requirements with respect to 47 C.F.R. § 61.39 companies. Moreover. the Commission

declined to impose a more onerous filing requirement on Rate ofR.etum coDlJ.mes in its

-...TIP Order;....AbseDt a..clear..requirementfouhe.fjIina.oftbe.support datameotioDedby

AT&T in its Petition, no grounds exist for a suspension of the GVNW Client tariff

transmittals. Moreover. GVNW bas demonstrated its wj11ingness to comply with the

obliption of the GVNW CHeats UDder 47 C.F.R.. § 61.39(b) to respond promptly to the data

requests of AT&T. Even ifAT&T's interpretation ofthe neOrder as indicated in the

AT&T Petition were couect, GVNW believes it has satisfied AT&T expectations with

respect to data requests SO as to make unnecessary any tariffsuspension.

Based on the foregoing, GVNW respectfu1ly requesta the CommiuiOD to di&mi.u

AT&T's Petition with respect toGVNW INC.IMaDa&ement TaritfF.C.C. No.2 Issuing

Carriers (Transmittal #147), listed in AppmcIix A. and Hanisonville Telephone Company

(HanisoDvUle Telephone Compsny Tariff'F.C.C. NO.2 Tl'IDSIDitral #16) and UDion

Telephone Company (Union Telephone Company Tarift'F.C.C. No. 2, TnmsmiUal #65).

~ySubmitmd

~~
GVNW 1Dc./MIuaement
2270 La Momaua Way
Colorado SpriDp, CO 80936
(719) '94-'&00
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Appmdix A
luuiDI Capim

Alhambra-GraDtfork Tel. Co.
C-R Telephone Co.
Ci1:i2ns Tel Co. (Higinsvin~, Mo.)
Emtiln Tel. Coop. Association
FlatR.ock Tel Co.
Gridley T.l Co.
Kctman Tel. Co.
LeafRiver Tel. Co.
McNabb Tel. Co.
Moultrie 1ndcpeDdeDt Tel. Co.
Sierra Tel. Co.
Wabash Tel. Co.
West River Telecommunications Coop.
Woodhull Community Tel. Co.
Yelm Tel. Co.
Price County Tel. Co.
Table Top Tel. Co., Inc.

6

Ayrshire FatrDa'S Mutual Tel.
Cau Te1epboDe Co.
East As.siOD Tel. Co.
El Paso Tel. Co. (11liDois)
~Jel.Co.

Home Tel. Co.
La Hmpe Tel. ~o.
MId1soD Tel. CO.
Mamrose Mutual Tel. Co.
0Deida Tel. Exdwqe
SbaWDee Tel. Co.
Webb-DiekI:m T~l. Corp.
West River CommUDicaticms
Yates City Tel. Co.
Beaver Creek Coop. Tel. Co.
Stayton Coop. TeL Co.
Lake Livingston Tel. Co.

** TOTAL PAGE.008 **



CIITIIIcaTI or SIIYICI

I, Colleen von Hollen, do hereby certify that on this 29th day
of December, 1997, a copy of the foregoing "Response of GVNW
Inc./Management on behalf of several LECs to AT&T Corp.'s Petition
on Rate of Return LEC Tariff Filing-s" was hand-delivered to the
following parties:

ydet'cCb~
Colleen von Hollen

A. Richard Metzger, Chief
Common carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, NW, 5th Floor
Washington, DC 20554

Judith A. Nitsche, Chief
Tariff pricing & Analysis Branch
Cornmon carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, NW, Room 518
Washington, DC 20554

Mr. John Scott
Tariff Pricing & Analysis Branch
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, NW, Room 518
Washington, DC 20554

James Schlichting, Chief
competitive Pricing Division
Common carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M st., NW, Room 518
Washington, DC 20554

Ms. Yolanda Brooks *
AT&T Corp.
295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920
FAX: (908) 953-6788

International Transcription
Service, Inc.
1919 MStreet, NW, Room 246
Washington, DC 20554

* Via Facsimile and RegUlar Mail


